Rudolf Virchow is a seminal figure in the emergence of modern medicine, whose iconic status paradoxically has blocked a properly historical understanding. Long-lived, he adopted a critical stance towards the development of state medicine in Prussia, and complex issues arise concerning public health, liberalism, and anti-Semitism. The temptation is to see Rudolf Virchow in a-historical terms as a "progressive". McNeely in his succinct and carefully presented account wisely cautions against this. He depicts Virchow as a liberal social scientist, and explores the medical reform movement, the issue of canalization of Berlin, and Virchow as a parliamentarian. We see Virchow intent on emancipating medicine from an increasingly complex state, although here an important issue is how academics and medically qualified professionals found a niche within the state. This is a pithy and lucidly written account, and the author has made a serious effort to interpret the political significance of the medical reform movement.

What we have is a useful updating of Ackerknecht\'s 1953 biography (the transition from the author of the 1932 paper to the Cold War imprinted biography would itself merit a full-scale biography). Yet there are some darker sides meriting analysis, which detract from Virchow\'s progressivism. Robert Remak (not mentioned in the index, but appearing on page 22) merits significance in terms of his scientific rivalry with Virchow, and neither Remak\'s champion Bruno Kisch nor Hans-Peter Schmiedebach figure. Nor is an effort made to explore the political implications of Virchow\'s anthropology. Here, I recommend Constantin Goschler\'s definitive biography of Virchow. McNeely reaches the somewhat paradoxical conclusion that Virchow was elitist but anti-authoritarian.
